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Church of England 
if I the pa at 

| ORDINATION; 


Truly argued from her OF ICEs, 
1 and PRACTICE. | 


PROVING — 


any Right 1 in Pr -sbyters to Ordain. 


in which, what has been advanc'd to the con⸗ 
3 trary, by Mr. Ferdinando Shaw, a Diſſenting 
© Teacher, in his late Pamphlet, call d, The 
Judgment of the Church of England in the Point 


|. of Ordination, &c. is un Anſwer' d, . 
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In a Letter to a Friend. 


20s R, Fine 20, 1715. 


CCORDING to your Deſire, I ſhall 
briefly give you my Thonghts con- 
cerning the Pamphlet you ſent me 

laſt Week; which the Anthorthinks 
ſo very conſiderable a Performance, 

that he intimates to his Reader, p. 9. as if nothing 
df this Nature ever appear d before. That he has 
no where ſeen the Book of Orders carefully ex- 

* amin'd, the Offices particularly enquir'd into, 

nor the Practice of the Church in her Ordinati- 

© ons fully declar'd ; which he cannot but wonder 

* at, ſince theſe Things are ſo obvious, and ſo e- 

* vidently in favour ot Presbyterian Ordination. 

3 A 2 How 


=s er | 
__ : " How true this Obſervation is, I ſhall ſhew by and 
2 | ' by. But would it not make one pity Dr. Comber, Dy 
Nicholls, and many other great Men, who hayg 
. wrote To elaborately upon rhe Ocdination-Olfices, 
yet never could make thoſe Diſcoveries which thi 
judicious Critick has done, who, I believe, thinks 
himſelf qualified to inſtruc the Bithop of Litch. 
Fell, 3 all his Clergy ? Elſe who can aſſign a 
"Reaſon why he ſhould publiſh his Polemical Tiach 
juſt againſt the Viſi * ? This he has done two 
Ycardſuccdiſively. And perhaps he defigns to be 
their annual Admoniſher : Tho” if his future Per. 
formances be of a- piece with this, which now lies 
before me, they will only expoſe the Author to the 
Pity or Scorn of all ſenſible Men. 

*Pwill be ſuperfluous to take notice of eval) 
Paragraph, (though there are none but what are | 
obnoxious to Centure ;) but I ſhall briefly obſerve 

to you ſome of Mr. Shaw's great Blunders, Falla- 
cies, and Self- contradictions. 


xguments, to overthrow the whole Deſign of his 
Pamphlet; by proving, that in the Judgment of 
our Chureh, the ſole Power of Ordination is in Bi- 
Mops, and that ſhe believes i no ſuch Power inherent 
a in Presbyters. 

- To begin then with his bold and falſe, x Gems: 
gon, p. F. wherein he ſays, "That for abovean 
< hundred Years after the Reformation, the Forms 

of committing to Biſhops and Priefts their Of- 

e fee, made no Diftinction at all in the Or 
cc der, the Powers granted to the one, for ought 
“ appears, were granted to the Sther GW. 

One would N be tempted to believe that of 
Mr. Shaw, which he rudely inſinuates, p. 15. of 
the Reyerend Mr. Harris, viz. that he has never 

read the Book of Ordination, : notwithſtanding on 
| Ale 


After which, I ſhall ſubjoin three or four plain. 


Care he would be thought to have taken in compa 
ung the old and new Books together. For whoever * 
vo. WY (#ads the Book of Ordination betore the laſtReview 
„ Wl cf the Liturgy. 2. e. the Book as it was from the” - 
is Reformation to two Years after the Reftoration, ' 

ks will find many plain Evidences, that Biſhops 

b. WT were accounted a Superiour Order to Presbyters. 

a And firſt, I would ask Mr. Shaw, or any. other” 

3s Wl Perſon who chimes with him in his Notions, (if any 

o ſuch there be,) how 'tis poſſible there thould be two 

de Wl diſtin Offices, one for the Ordination of Prieſts, 
r- WM and another for the Conſecration of Biſhops, and 
es pet theſe be one and the ſame Order? To 
he Bi what Purpoſe was there a new Impoſition of Hands 
wen a Perſon came to be made a Biſhop, if he 
had all the Spiritual Powers coveyed to him alrea- 
re dy in his former Ordination? This muſt make 
ve the Church guilty not only of great Inconſiſtency, 


I» 


\ 


a- but of horrid Prophanation. 
Peſides, why did the Preface then affirm, © That 
in. (it is evident to all Men diligently reading the 
1s Holy Scriptures, and ancient Authors, that from 
f WM © the Apoſtles Time, there have been theſe Orders 
.f Minifters in the Church, Biſbops, Priefts, and 
nt WW © Deacons? . And afterwards it ſpecifies what 
Age a Perſon muſt be, before he can be admitted 
. to any of theſe Orders. Are not theſe as plain Di- 
an ſtinctions betwixt the Office of Biſhop, and Preſ- 
ns Wl byter, as are made betwixt Presbyters and Dea- 
J OE Sen .!“ 
But if Mr. Shaw may be credited, this Preface 
nt was added after the Reſtoration, viz. in the Lear 
| 1662., © Then it was (he ſays) that the Church 
o! WM © chang'| her Opinion in this Point: For before 
ol WM © then, thoſe who had receiv'd Ordination from 
er meer Presbyters, were admitted to the higheſt 
de E Dignities in the Church; but they were then 
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cc reſtrained by the preſent Preface to the B 
* e e 5 ͤũ 

Izis is ſo egregious a piece of Falſhood, and ſo 
eaſily confuted by any one who has ſeen a Kin 
Charles the Firſts Common-Prayer-Book, that | 
: wonder what Mr Shaw can ſay 5 himſelf, in gi. 

ving his Reader ſo falſe an Account of the Mat- 
ter. | | | 

If the preſent Preface bars Mr Shaw and his 

Brethren from getting into the higheſt Dignities 
of the Church, I am ſure the former Preface did 
as much bar their Predeceſſors. 
There is indeed very little Alteration made he. 
twixt the preſent and the former Preface. There 
3s nothing I am ſure ip the former, which favours 
the Presbyterian Party, any more than in the 
preſent : As will appezr to any, one, who will be 
at. pains to compare them. 
Well, but ſince (as Mr Shaw ſays) the Church 
changed her Mind in the Year, 1662. in favour 
of ; Dioceſan Biſhops; one would think that from 
that time to this day, he ſhould diſclaim all pre- 
tence to her Favours. But he is not willing to 
diſmiſs her ſo. She ſtill allows the Validity of 
Presbyterian Orders. | 


* 


1 a * 


w 


She has indeed chang'd her Mind, and yet is 


of the old Mind ſtill. „ 
What a wiſe Church he makes of her? But the 


Man who reporteth this of her, and his Communt- 


cation, are ſufficiently known. 


Do you think, Sir, that Mr Shaw was awake 
when he wrote the 75th Page, or was he aſleep when 


he wrote the 6th ? 


He is ſure not the Man of that wonderful Me- 


mory as has been reported. 
- I wall ſet his Aſſertions one over againſt the o- 
ther, and then reconcile them who can. 
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Nor do's it appear by And that ſhe con# 


any of the alterations tinues in the ſame Mind 

made in the Offices of to this very day, I doubt 

the Church, that ſhe not to make appear 

chang d her Opinion in from the preſent Book of 

this Point till about fifty Orders, which is con- 

Years ago, Pag. 6. firm'd by Act of Par- 
- lament, Pag. 7. 


For my part I will readily acknowledge that 
the Church is of the {ame Mind as ſhe was a hun- 
dred Years ago. But her Judgment both then and 
now, is very different from Mr Shaw's, as is fur- 
ther evident from ſeveral Paſlages in the Offices 
of Ordination. | 
In the former Book, as well as in the Preſent, 
the Arch-deacon preſents the Candidates for Prieſts 
Orders to the Biſhop in theſe Words; © Right 


* Reverned Father in God, I preſent unto you 


* theſe Perſons preſent, to be admitted to the 


„Order of the Priefthood 2?” 
In the Conſecration of a Biſhop, the Perſon 


Flect is preſented in theſe Words: © Moſt Re- 
*verend Father in God, we preſent unto you 
this Godly, and Well-learned Man, to be con- 
* fecrated a Biſhop.” 

Yet Mr Shaw ſays, Pag. 5. © that the Com- 
miſſion they (i. e. Biſhops, and Presbyters) re- 
„ceiv'd, made no difference in the Function, 
Name, or Autority. | 


Again, One Queſtion | then ask d the Perſon to 


be ordained Prieſt, is, © Will you Reverently o- 
bey your Ordinary, and other Chief Miniſters 
unto whom the Government and Charge 18 
committed over you, &.“ 
But 


- 


. 4 3 T 4 


But the Biſhop Elect is ask d this Queſtion: WM N 
„Will you maintain and ſet forward Quietnéſ. 
te Peace, and Love amonęſt all Men, and ſuch z? 
te be unquiet, diſobedient, and criminous, within 
« your Dioceſs, Correct and Pmiſbd??ꝰ? 
What can be planier Evidence that the Church 
then, as well as now, held Biſhops and Presbyterg 
to be two diſtinct Orders? WD LP 

The Arch-biſhop alſo (then as well as now) 
ſpeaks to the Biſhop Elect in theſe Words. Before [ 
admit you to the Adminiſtration” whereunto you are 

call'd, Iwill examin you, &c.-—And in the Prayer 
immediately before the Conſecration, the Arch. 
biſhop prayeth, That the Biſhop-ele& may uſe 
the Authority given unto. him not to deſtroy, 
but to ſave, &c. . 
. Yet Mr Shaw can ſee no new Autority that 
was deſign d to be given him. i 
- Laſtly, in the Prayer immediately before the 
Queſtions, it is pray d, That God who has ap- 
pointed divers Orders in his Church, would mer- 
cifully bchold this his Servant NO call d to the y: 
Work and Miniſtry of a Biſhop. Sure theſe are 
none of the Paſſages, © So obvious and ſo evidently in 
* favour of PresbyterianOrdmation ;” for tis impoſſi- 
ble any thing ſhould be plainer againſt it. 

And tho' the Words uſed at the laying on of 
Hands were not quite ſo full and exprethve, as in 
the preſent Book, yet *tis plain from theſe and 
other Paſſages in the two ſeveral Offices, that 
they were each of them a ſolemn Admisſion of 
Perſons to a diftin& Order in the Church. The 
preſent Book after the Words, Receive the Holy 
Ghoſt, adds, for the Office and Work of a Priest, 
in the ordering of Prieſts, and for the Office 
and Work of a Biſhop in the Conſecration of 

' Biſhops. 
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"Now tho theſe Words were very properly ad- 
1d at the laſt Review of the Liturgy, yet there 
is no Necesſity for wh ſuch Addition. For 
hen a Perſon, was to be admitted to either of thoſe 
Gered Orders, after his Qualifications had been 
xamin'd into, and after Solemn Prayers, where- 
n the Office he was to be admitted to was par- 
ularly, and more than once mention'd, there 
Eras no need to mention it over again at the im- 
poſing of Hands. | | 

I ſhall end what I have to ſay as to the Senſe of 
ur Church before the Reſtoration, with deſiring 
Mr Shaw to remember, that no Perſon could then, 
y more than now, be conlecrated a Biſhop, ex- 
ept he had been ſix Ycars before (at leaſt) Or- 
Wand Prieſt ; which is another Demonſtration 
at the Church eſteem d Biſhops an eminently 
Superior Order to Presbyters : Elſe one ſetting a- 
nt might have ſerv'd for both, if the Commiſ- 
fon they receiv'd, was the ſame in both: Much 
leſs need there have been ſuch an intermediate 
Space, betwixt Ordination and Conſecration. 
I now proceed to Mr Shaw's great Argument, 
pon which indeed the whole of his Pamphlet is 
dunded, viz. Our Church's permitting Presbyters 
0lay on Hands together with the Biſhop, in the 


f {MW-niination of a Prieſt; from whence he argues, 
n at our Church allows an inherent Right in 
d eesbyters to Ordain. 1 
t This I ſhall ſhew is a very wrong Concluſion, 
f er, 1. If we thould grant (for Arguments fake), 


hat a Biſhop cannot Ordain without Presbyters, 
It will by no means follow that his Presbyters 
ave an inherent Right of Ordaining without him. 


here are many Inftances in the Civil Govern- 
if Wnt, where a Superior Officer cannot do ſome 


ings without the Asſiſtance, and Concurrence 
[TV ge 8 
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of the Subordinate. But it would. be ſtrange 1, 
gick to infer from thence, that the Interioy 
Off:cers can act in ſuch Caſes without ſuch $ 
periour Officer. bs 

A Mayor of a Corporation cannot do man 
things without a Mayority of the Council of the 
Body Corporate. But does it thence follow, that 
they may aſſemble, and Act independently d 
him? If they ſhou'd, all ſuch Acts would he re 
cinded as null and invalid. | 3 
Or, to join Iſſue with Mr Shaw in an Inftang 
of his own, Pag. 10. which he makes to be an l. 
luſtration of the Caſe before us. The Royal Af: 
ent, and the Concurrence of the Parliament (he 
fays) are both neceſſary to the making of a Lay 
Tis granted: But then as the King cannot (ac 
cording to our preſent Conſtitution) Enact au 
thing into a Law, without the Conſent of the Three 


Eſtates of the Realm: So neither 1s there in the 

Two Houſes any inherent Right to make Laws" ( 
without the King. And therefore this Inſtance “ 
will by no means ſerve Mr Shaw's Turn, I read of 
ly grant that Mr Shaw and his Brethren are «MM " 


much Miniſters of Feſus Chrift, as a Bill that ha Wl t 
paſsd both Houſes ot Parliament (but has not hat Ml: t 
the Royal Aſſent) is a Law of the Land. "_ 
As therefore it do's not follow, that becauſe ther I th 
muſt be the Concurrence of both Honſes and te Ml bu 
Royal Aſſent to Enact a Law, that therefore them 
Lords and Commons have an inherent Right to 1! 
make Laws independently of the King: So ner 
ther is it a juſt Conſequence, that becauſe Presby- . 
ters always lay on Hands together with te * 
Biſhop in Ordaining other Presbyters, that ther: 
fore they have a Right of Ordaining without bim. R 
Mr Shaw very much infifts upon the Words, Ou i 
Hands, which he ſays can never be meant in ay; t 
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oper way of ſpeaking, of the Biſhop's Hands 


lone. Fag. 9. 


As if he did not know that the Plural Number 


very frequently put for the Singular: And that 


may be ſo here, (without any impropriety of 


Language) as well as in the Speeches, Letters, 
ind Proclamations of Kings, I can ſee no reaſon 


o doubt. But tis the beſt way to let every one 
plain his own Words. 


| If Mr Shaw would ſeriouſly peruſe the whole 
Book of Common Prayer, he would learn many 
Things he is ſtill ignorant of; and amongſt o- 
thers, that the Church often ſpeaks in the Plural 


umber, when a ſingle Perſon is only intended. 


I{hall poirt out to him only two Places. The 


Exhortation which every Miniſter is to read when 
his People are negligent of coming to the Holy 
Communion, ends with theſe Words. For the 
© obtaining whereof, /e ſhall not ceaſe to make 
"Our humble Petitions unto Almighty God, our 
Heavenly Father.” The other place is in theOffice 
of Confirmation, where the Biſhop prays in theſe 
Words.“ We make our humble Supplications unto 
© thee, for theſe thy Servants, upon whom, (after 
the Example of thy Holy Apoſtles) Ve have now 
„leid our hands.” I believe Mr. Shaw will grant 
that there are no Hands laid on in Confirmation 
but the Biſhops. And that it is only a ſingle Clergy- 
man who is ſpoke of, in the other Inſtance. And 
if theſe Expreſſions may eſcape the Charge of 
unpropriety of Lavg'1age, fo may the Words [m- 
poſitron of onr H.mds, tho the Presbyters be not at 
all intended in them. „„ 
Having detected ſome of Mr Shaw's fal laciouz 
Reaſonings and groſs Miſtakes, I ſhall only add 
bur plain Arguments to what I have already of- 
fer d, to prove that in the Judgment of our Ch irch, 
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it is Biſhops only, and not + Precbyters, -Who hape 
WF ſole Right of Ordination. 
She admits no Perſons. (tho they hay 
Ake receiv d Presbyterian Orders) to officiag 
as Presbyters, or ſo much as Deacons, till they 
have recciv d Epiſcopal Ordination. This "Aro 
ment Mr-Shaw owns has been already laid befor 
him: But I think he cught to conſider it 2Pain, 
For ſince Mr Baxter, and all the Advocates of the 
Presbyterian Party, have all along declar d 2gairti 
Recrdiration, as a ſolemn Mocking of God, and 
a Contradiction to it ſelf; (as to be ſure it 15 th 
admit a Perſon by Prayers, and Impoſition at 
Hands, to an Office he has been alrcady admit 
ted to, nd exercis d n any Years.) Whoever ther: 
fore thinks that the Church of England allows an 
inherent Right in Presbyters to Ordain, do's make 
her guilty both of a great Impiety, and Self an 
tradiction, every time any of her Bithops lays his 
Hands upon any ſuch Perſons. + 
Mr Shaw knows, that if ever he come over to 
the Church (as it was ſaid he had a Mind to do, 
ſome Years fince,) he muſt begin all a-new. He 
muſt be admitted Deacon; muſt take the Biſhops 
' Autority even to read the Scriptures in tie 
Church; muſt continue a Year (without a par- 
ticular Favour) i in that Office, before he can bea 
Candidate for the Pricſt-hond, There will nt 
be the leaſt notice taken of his preſent pretended 
Orders. Nay, I believe no Biſhep would ordait 
him without ſuch a publick Renunciation of his 
preſent Errours and Orders, as Mr Richardſon and 
others (who have left the Dillenters,) have law 
dably made. 

When there ariſes a Dcubt, whether an Infant 
be truly baptiz d, Paptiſm is order'd to be ac. 
miniſtred ccnditienally If thou art not already 


= Baptiz, 
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« Baptiz'd, I Baptixe thee &c.” And fo it would 
have been here, if the Church had the leaſt 
Doubt of Mr Shaw, and his Brethren's being 
meer Lay men. WW 
The fame Rules are obſerv'd in the Admiſſion 
cok Foreign Proteſtant Miniſters to officiate a- 
ob mongſt us. Let the Neceſſity they have labour d 
all. under Beyond-Sea be true or falſe: The Church 
tie makes no Account of any Orders but Epiſcopal, 
in and therefore ſhe admits Romifn-Prieſts without a 
and new Ordination, when they embrace our Com- 
, to munion. 2 . = | 
| f If this be not ſufficient Proof that our Church 
ntl denies any Power in Presbyters to ordain, tis 
er · imposſible to know her Senſe, from what ſhe either 
2 WW ſays or does. „„ 
abe Which is ſtill more evident, if we conſider 
Oh 2dly, That the Church never allows (in any caſe 
hi whatſcever) the Work of Ordination to be dele- 
gated to Presbyters. In the Vacancy of a See, 
r to tho' Inſtitutions, Mandates for Induction, and 
do, Licences may be granted by the Guardians of 
He the Spiritualties, yet Ordination never can. A per- 
005 ſon that wants Orders, muſt either go to the Bi- 
tle — of another Dioceſs, or ſtay till the See is 
Jars . e e 214345. e 
2 8 zaqah. In all Letters of Orders, our Biſhops take 
not WF no Notice of the Presbyters who asſiſted them in 
Impoſitzon of Hands, but aſcribe the whole Act 
lan folely to their own Antority. The whole In- 
by ſtrument runs in the Biſhop's Name, tis ſubſcrib'd 
and by Him al:ne, and tis only his Seal that is an- 
l nexed to it. Whereas if the laying on of the 
Presbyters Hands was eſſential to the Ordina- 
ert tion, they ought in Reaſon to be mention d as 
well as the Biihop. 2 
| And 
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And 'tis obſervable in all Letters of Orders, 
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that tho' the Biſhop ſpeaks only of himſelf, yet 
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ſition. 
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_ :qthly. Our Church never allow'd a Right in 


Mx Shaw has rightly obſery'd, that the Merits 
of the Cauſe betwixt us and the Diſſenters does not 
depend upon this his Performance. As therefore 
he has not entred into the main Argument, fo 
neither ſhall I. I ſhall only add, that if he and 
his Brethren will be determin'd by the Scriptures 
and Fathers, the Controverſy will ſoon be at an 
end. If by theſe they will ſtaud or fall, as he pro- 
feſſes, P. 20. then I am ſure that their Fall is very 
near, and certain; and that they can never riſe 
again to diſturb the Apoſtolical Government of 
our cftabliſh'd Church. „„ 

al I hall 
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"CS, 

1 ſhall take my leave of Mr Shaw and his Books 
by recommending to his Conſideration, the firſt of 
the Apoſtolical Canons, (which has been already 
laid before him and his Brethren in the Reverend 
Mr Sturgeſs s unanſwerable Sermons) and one Paſ- 
ſage out of St. Ignatins's Epiſtles. 


Eouoms Um Emu Nẽ ͤνν,Eꝭw6 Jus N rid. Ięsc- 
furzess v eus S πννν 718: Can. I, Apoſt. 8 


— Jenat. Epiſt. ad Smyrn. © 
Theſe 1 all eve Mr Sow (% den re 
no ill Will, and whoſe Perſon I do not fo much 
as know,) to tranſlate, and apply. 
at Hick I am, Sir, | 


Tour Humble Servant. 


POSTSCRESY 


$ be other Paſſage of Mr Shaw's I cannot 
pals over; tis in Tag. 19. There he tells us, 
That all Churches take a Liberty of making 
© Rules and Orders as to Diſcipline, Modes of 
* Worſhip, and other Circumſtantials, for the 
* good Government of their own Conſtitution,” 
I am very glad to hear this News from this 
Quarter; for tis an expreſs allowing the Church 


that Power of determining in indifferent Things, 


which ſhe has along juſtly: claim'd, and the Dif- 
ſenters Fave always grudg d her : Infomuch that 
to this very Hour, the Diſſenting Teachers refuſe 
to ſubſcribe to that Clauſe in the 2cth of the 
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39 Articles © That the Church hath Power to 4 
 »© cree Rites and Ceremonies,” | 5,0 
If Mr Shaw ſpeaks the Senſe of his Party, 1 
| . - hope we ſhall hear no more of the Church's un- 
£ reaſonable Impoſitzons, her ſinful adding to Chriſty 
Inſtitutions, and the like, of which Baxter's. and 


5 Calamy's Books are ſo full, and which are calld 
by the laſt of theſe, thoſe fable Principles bn 
which . Nenconformity is bottom d. Mr Shaw grants 
that all Churches take the ſame Liberty as we do, 

2ãæs to the determining of Circumſtantials, and Modes 


of Worſhip. Therefore by his own Confeſſion, who- 
ever ſeparates ifrom our Church upon Account f 
theſe Matters, would be Diſſenters from any other 

Church upon the Face of the Earth. And if Mr 
Shaw believes our Church has ſuch a Power, and 
that our Ordinations are Preſbyterian, what can 
he ſay for his own Practice in heading a Sepas 
ration from Her? 4 
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